April 27, 2006

handled. We need fiscal restraint. We
need common sense when it comes to
the budget.

The future of all Americans depends
on an economy free of crippling defi-
cits, free of crippling tax hikes, and
free of a skyrocketing national debt.
The extent of which earmarks unneces-
sarily burden the American taxpayers
is unprecedented. Last year’s earmarks
amounted to nearly $100 for every man,
woman and child in America.

While lobbying reform is necessary to
preserve the integrity of our govern-
ment, earmark reform is vital to our
long-term fiscal well-being. Bringing
earmarks to the light of day will pro-
mote fiscal responsibility, and it is
going to promote more effective gov-
ernment as well.

So, Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
the rule for lobbying reform.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this is
a sad day for the United States House
of Representatives. This rule, quite
frankly, is an insult to every single
Member of this body. This rule should
be open, and instead this rule is typi-
cally restrictive. This rule should be
defeated.

The underlying bill, contrary to what
you have heard here today, is not a re-
flection of bipartisan deliberation, be-
cause the truth is that deliberation is
all but dead in this House. What every-
one knows, and this leadership does not
want to acknowledge, is that there is a
direct connection between the corrup-
tion that has become so commonplace
and the breakdown of the deliberative
process.

The sweetheart deals for special in-
terests, liability protection for big
drug companies, tax breaks for big oil
companies at a time when these com-
panies are gouging Americans at the
pump, they get slipped into bills with-
out the knowledge of the majority in
this House, Democrat and Republican.
Why? Because the Rules Committee
regularly waives the rules that re-
quires that Members have at least 3
days to review the legislation.

They waive the rules that allow us to
read the bill before it comes to the
floor. Conference committees meet in
secret. Big-ticket items are even put
into bills after conference committees
are closed. You can pass all the rules
you want, but if you don’t follow them,
what good are they?

The Rules Committee did hold a se-
ries of hearings on this bill, and speak-
er after speaker expressed their con-
cerns with the way this House is being
run. And yet the underlying bill does
nothing to open up the process. The un-
derlying bill does nothing to shine
some light on this corrupt process.
Nothing will change as a result of this
bill. Norm Ornstein, the congressional
scholar, testified before the Rules Com-
mittee and he said, the problem goes
beyond corrupt lobbyists or the rela-
tionship between lobbyists and law-
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makers. It gets to a legislative process
that has lost the transparency, ac-
countability and deliberation that are
at the core of the American system.

The failure to abide by basic rules
and norms has contributed, I believe,
to a loss of sensitivity among many
Members and leaders about what is and
what is not appropriate. Three-hour
votes, 1,000-page-plus bills sprung on
the floor with no notice, conference re-
ports changed in the dead of night, self-
executing rules that suppress debate
along with an explosion of closed rules
are just a few of the practices that
have become common and are a distor-
tion of regular order, and yet this bill
does not even address any of those
issues.

I would say to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, if you want to
show some bipartisanship, if you want
to promote a process that has some in-
tegrity, this should be an open rule. All
Members should have an opportunity
to come here and offer amendments to
this bill to improve the quality of de-
liberations on this House floor. They
should be able to come and to offer
amendments to clean this place up.

This rule is an outrage. Of all of the
bills that we have considered here, if
any one of them deserves an open rule,
it is this. This is about the rules that
govern this House. Vote ‘‘no’ on this
rule.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw the pending resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BONNER). The resolution is withdrawn.

———

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and
that all Members and former Members
who spoke during the recess have the
privilege of revising and extending
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 35
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. TERRY) at 3 o’clock and
41 minutes p.m.

H1877

VACATING ORDERING OF YEAS
AND NAYS ON H. CON. RES. 357
AND H. CON. RES. 349

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the ordering
of the yeas and nays be vacated with
respect to the motion to suspend the
rules and adopt H. Con. Res. 357, and
the motion to suspend the rules and
adopt H. Con. Res. 349, to the end that
the Chair put the question de novo on
each.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

———————

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL CYSTIC FI-
BROSIS AWARENESS MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 357.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR THE GREATER
WASHINGTON SOAP BOX DERBY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 349.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 497, LOBBYING AC-
COUNTABILITY AND TRANS-
PARENCY ACT OF 2006

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 783 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 783

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4975) to pro-
vide greater transparency with respect to
lobbying activities, and for other purposes.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the Majority Leader and the Mi-
nority Leader or their designees. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
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